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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This application has been examined. 

2. Claims 1-24 are pending. 



Information Disclosure Statement 
3. The IDS filed 5/1/2002 has been considered. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC§ 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 1-6, 9-13, 15, and 17-23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Spyker et al. (U.S. Patent Number 6,571,389), hereinafter referred to as 
Spyker, in view of Giroir et al. (U.S. Patent Number 6,854,006), hereinafter referred to as Giroir. 

6. Spyker disclosed a method for improving the manageability and usability of Java 
environments. In an analogous art, Giroir disclosed a system for allowing target applications to 
be locally selected and easily accessed. Both systems deal with the downloading of Java-based 
applications. 

7. Concerning claims 1,9, 15, and 20, Spyker did not explicitly disclose determining if the 
latest version of an application is present on a client. Although Spyker states the ability to 
retrieve a latest version of the properties for an application (see column 4, lines 64-67), he is not 
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explicit about checking the version of the application. However, a major focus of Giroir's 
system is to check for the latest version on the client. It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the applicant's invention to modify the system of Spyker by 
adding the ability to determine if the latest version of an application is present on a client as 
provided by Giroir. Here, the combination satisfies the need for a Java environment that is easier 
to use. See Spyker, column 4, lines 3-10. This rationale also appHes to those dependent claims 
utilizing the same combination. 

8. Some claims will be discussed together. Those claims which are essentially the same 
except that they set forth the claimed invention as a computer readable media are rejected under 
the same rationale applied to the described claim. 

9. Thereby, the combination of Spyker and Giroir discloses: 
• <Claims 1 and 20> 

A method for installing and launching a network application, through a distributed 
network, the application contained on a server, the method comprising: accessing the 
server through the network (Spyker, column 1 1, lines 43-47); selecting parameters of the 
apphcation (Spyker, column 11, lines 54-58); determining if the latest version of the 
application is present on a client (Giroir, column 9, lines 17-28); downloading and 
installing an archive file containing the latest version of the application if the latest 
version of the application is not present on the client (Spyker, column 12, lines 30-50); 
launching the application (Spyker, column 14, lines 42-44); and passing parameters to a 
port, the port in communication with the application, wherein the application is 
configured to access native libraries of the archive file (Spyker, column 15, lines 12-20). 
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• <Claims2and21> 

The method as recited in claim 1, wherein passing parameters to a port further includes: 
configuring the appHcation to listen to the port; and sending the parameters over the port, 
the parameters being sent by a control module (Spyker, column 7, line 53 through column 
8, line 3). 

• <Claims 3 and 22> 

The method as recited in claim 2, wherein the port is a TCP/IP port (Spyker, column 7, 
line 66 through column 8, line 3). 

• <Claims 4 and 23> 

The method as recited in claim 1, wherein the application is a Java application, the Java 
application configured to be executed by a Java virtual machine of an operating system of 
the client (Spyker, column 1, lines 22-44). 

• <Claim 5> 

The method as recited in claim 1, wherein the archive file is a .cab file, the .cab file 
including the application and a control module (Spyker, column 3, line 65 through 
column 4, line 2). 

• <Claim 6> 

The method as recited in claim 5, wherein the application is a Java application and the 
.cab file includes native libraries, the native libraries configured to standardize an output 
of the Java application across platforms (Spyker, column 15, lines 12-20 where the use of 
the JAR type is akin to the use of a CAB type file). 
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• <Claim 9> 

A method for running a network program on a client, the network program accessed 
through a web browser, the method comprising: accessing the server containing the 
network program (Spyker, column 11, lines 43-47); configuring parameters of the 
application (Spyker, column 11, lines 54-58); linking to a page on the server, the page 
containing version information of a server archive file (Spyker, column 10, lines 13-24 
and column 1 1, line 56 through column 12, line 29); determining if a client archive file is 
present on the client, the determining further including; inspecting the client archive file 
if the client archive file is present to ascertain if the client archive file is the same version 
as the server archive file (Giroir, column 9, lines 17-28); and downloading the server 
archive file to the client if the client archive file is not present or if the client archive file 
is not the same version as the server archive file (Spyker, column 12, lines 30-50); and 
launching the program (Spyker, column 14, lines 42-44). 

• <Claim 10> 

The method as recited in claim 9, wherein the network program is a Java based program 
for a printing application (Giroir, column 7, lines 59-62). 

• <Claimll> 

The method as recited in claim 9 further including: passing the parameters to a port; 
executing the application, the executing further including, accessing native libraries, the 
native libraries installed by the archive file (Spyker, column 15, lines 12-20), 
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• <Claim 12> 

The method as recited in claim 11, wherein the port is a TCP/IP port and the application 
is configured to Hsten to the TCP/IP port so that the appHcation can receive the 
parameters passed to the port (Spyker, column 7, line 53 through column 8, line 3). 

• <Claim 13> 

The method as recited in claim 9, wherein the archive file is a .cab file, the .cab file 
. containing a control module, the control module configured to pass the parameters to a 
port (Spyker, column 3, line 65 through column 4, line 2). 

• <Claim 15> 

A system for installing and launching an application through a network, the system 
comprising: a server (Spyker, figure 2, item 47), the server including an application 
contained in a server archive file (Spyker, column 8, lines 57-59), the application 
including a plurality of options (Spyker, column 9, lines 34-52), the server configured to 
link to a page containing version information of the server archive file (Spyker, column 9, 
lines 23-33 and column 10, lines 13-24), the server further configured to allow a user to 
select the options of the application (Spyker, column 1 1, lines 42-43); a web browser 
(Spyker, column 1, lines 45-48), and a client (Spyker, figure 2, item 10), the client in 
communication with the server through the web browser (Spyker, figure 2, item 50), the 
client inspected by the server to determine if a client archive file is present and current by 
comparing the version information of the server archive file with version information of 
the client archive file (Giroir, column 9, lines 17-28 and Spyker, column 1 1, line 56 
through column 12, line 29), wherein if the client archive file is not present or not 
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current, the server archive file is downloaded to the client, the client archive file 
including the application (Spyker, column 12, lines 30-50), the application further 
configured to listen to a port such that any of the options selected by a user are 
transmitted to the application by a control module through the port (Spyker, column 7, 
line 53 through column 8, line 3). 

• <Claim 17> 

The system as recited in claim 15, wherein the application is a Java application 
containing printing functionality (Giroir, column 7, lines 59-62). 

• <Claim 18> 

The system as recited in claim 17, wherein the Java application uses a Java virtual 
machine of an operating system of the client (Spyker, column 1, lines 22-44). 

• <Claim 19> 

The system as recited in claim 17, wherein the printing functionality is regulated by 
native libraries, the native libraries included in the client archive file (Spyker, column. 15, 
lines 12-20). 

Since the combination of Spyker and Giroir discloses all of the above limiations, claims 1-6, 9- 
13, 15, and 17-23 are rejected. 

10. Claims 7, 8, 14, 16, and 24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Spyker in view of Giroir, as applied above, further in view of Schmidt et al. (U.S. Patent 
Number 6,535,894), hereinafter referred to as Schmidt. 
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1 1 . The combination of Spyker and Giroir disclosed a technique where Java programs can be 
executed without relying on the use of a browser to provide a run-time environment, in which the 
client can be checked for the latest version before installation. In an analogous art, Schmidt 
disclosed a method for updating archive files. Both methods deal primarily with archive files in 
a Java-based networking environment. 

12. Concerning claims 7 and 24, the combination of Spyker and Giroir did not explicitly 
disclose the link containing version information as an HTML page. However, the use of HTML 
in such a system was well known in the art as evidenced by Schmidt who states the use of 
HTML files in conjunction with his system for updating archived files. It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the applicant's invention to modify the 
combination of Spyker and Giroir by adding the ability to link to an HTML page as provided by 
Schmidt. Again, the combination satisfies the need for a Java environment that is easier to use. 
See Spyker, column 4, lines 3-10. This rationale also applies to those dependent claims utilizing 
the same combination. 

13. Concerning claim 14, the combination of Spyker and Giroir did not explicitly disclose the 
use of a digital signature. However, Schmidt disclosed an archived file that can contain digital 
signatures. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
applicant's invention to modify the combination of Spyker and Giroir by adding the ability to use 
digital signatures as provided by Schmidt. Again, the combination satisfies the need for a Java 
environment that is easier to use. See Spyker, column 4, lines 3-10. 

14. Concerning claim 16, the combination of Spyker and Giroir did not explicitly disclose the 
use of INF files within the archived files. However, Schmidt's JAR file, related to a CAB file. 
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contains a sub-directory for INF information that aids in the installation and launching of the 
application. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
applicant's invention to modify the combination of Spyker and Giroir by adding the ability to use 
INF files as provided by Schmidt. Again, the combination satisfies the need for a Java 
environment that is easier to use. See Spyker, column 4, lines 3-10. 
15. Thereby, the combination of Spyker, Giroir, and Schmidt discloses: 

• <Claims 7 and 24> 

The method as recited in claim 1, wherein selecting parameters of the application further 
includes: linking to an HTML page the HTML page including an object containing 
version information of an archive file (Spyker, column 9, lines 23-33 and column 10, 
lines 13-24 and Schmidt, column 7, lines 13-19). 

• <Claim 8> 

The method as recited in claim 7, wherein the object includes the width and height of a 
window of a web browser where the application appears (Schmidt, column 7, lines 59- 
63). 

• <Claim 14> 

. The method as recited in claim 13, wherein the control module is further configured to be 
digitally signed (Schmidt, column 9, lines 3-5). 

• <Claim 16> 

The system as recited in claim 15, wherein the client and server archive files are .cab 
files, the .cab files including .INF files, the .INF files including a launcher application 
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containing the control module (Spyker, column 3, line 65 through column 4, line 2 and 

Schmidt, column 8, lines 53-67). 
Since the combination of Spyker, Giroir, and Schmidt discloses all of the above limitations, 
claims 7, 8, 14, 16, and 24 are rejected. 

Conclusion 

16. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to the applicant's 
disclosure. 

• McGarvey (U.S. Patent Number 5,926,631) disclosed a system containing a network 
computer emulator program that obtains Java applications from a server over a network. 

• Ungar (U.S. Patent Number 6,282,702) disclosed a method for translating and executing 
native code in a virtual machine environment. 

• Wang et al. (U.S. Patent Number 6,662,226) disclosed a method for capturing, 
processing, and archiving user interactive events and subsequently retrieving them. 

17. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Victor Lesniewski whose telephone number is 571-272-3987. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Thursday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Hosain Alam can be reached on 571-272-3978. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the statiis of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Victor Lesniewski 
Patent Examiner 
Group Art Unit 2155 
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